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ftur Tfcrrm 

(TFffTOftWFT) 

aiftt^xRT 

^ ferft, 28 ^T, 2001 

7t. 72/2001 -toTfI!/JW+> 

7TT. ^FT. fa. 487( 37 ).— -3TpTf%cf 3fF Tf/tfaiTO TOKTO4 (fappfa f/lfa 

" ^it” *£T TOTT t) 3 iJ?FT: vJcMlfcd UT 4FT tT f^mfcT falj TOT ^farTJcTO £ffa> arfSrf^TJTR 1975 
(1975 TFT 51) ^ t^cft TOJTJtf) cfr 3172rRJ 55 TOTOfa 37T^ TO# 1#) lei TO TOT^TOT $ 3TRTET ^ BWcT 

3 iHTOT fa TOoFTOT, TOHITORTO, TOT I, TsTO 1. cT#TO 14 3TTOJTOT, 1997 1} g^Tf^TcT 3Ffa fafcFT fTOTO'lT 3 ?TO 

fa**^ TO TO^ t ffa- 

ito 1 ^faro totofhj #? 3 /sTOifa/f to tot# fafafaro TO##* tot?to tot, 

TOTfa 7TFTRI iJcR fa TOH TO TO/d fat fafad ffaTO TO t ’, 
ito 1 Kf^ too# fat diIr4j‘R, arfcrg^ t, 

FT I 7TF (Tlfa TJ.IITOfa, fatffaTT TOTTOR fafc TO^cfc fa Wife TOT TOT# RfafcTd fa 3TITOTT £T?T 
\3tfal fat TOlRd cf?T TO? ^ ; 


#7 fafaFT TOTOTO fa 3#rftcT IT#*# fa TJcfpcTTO fafcFT [faTO# fa 3TTEJR TO TOT^cT fa TO4TOT, 

3 rorraTTOT wr II, #33, wmz (i) dRto 24 3 fejto; 1997 fa htot^et toftt 777*1/ fa fan famom 

( TOTOFT tTOTOTTT) fat sfaRJTOTT TO 81/97- #TO^c*, cfT^TTO 24 TOTOTTO, 1997 ITOOTOToffao 619 |3T|, 
d#TO 24 37^*7, 19971 fTFT TTfamfacT 3Tf^Rlf^lcr ffaTO $ I 

3# TOffafi# mfalTO#. TOTTOT fa FTTOTOT TOTTimTOT, »TFT I, TO3 1, cT#TO 19 TO^eT, 2000 ^ 
y*[Rid arfcm ^ 3 tjifik ^Ricfi*d ir RnfcHtei f^rg m ^ t f?F- 


leycG t;fee* ( 


0) 
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I* 1 ^ ^ 3IEET qgt f^ErtcT ^ T^tfcTO EE?«R EE ERR eE f^irfcT 

ETEFE ?JcE EE ERE $ EET E?IPd E? fEiET EET _ 

ra i EfE retet eet pteeM ?etet Tin Et e^ E?fm e?i ere^ erfr tnfr ; 

i^ti Eft rw eet eteeM ^ sewt w ^ e^ 51 % ^ ^ 3EEiEt e* 

EEEE , 

3fk eSiTie ^trter ^ 3rft1%E ETftEEfr ft *jftEE Pi^'i't ft stter tr ere ft tfjeri, arETERE 
mr II, Eft 3 . EPEft (i), EftlET 8 EfE, 2000 3 EEpftld W EWJ7R ft ftRT EE1RE |TRRE fttffT | 
3Tfer^fHT EO 86/2000-^HR}o4>, ETftET 8 EfE, 2000 lETOEEofto 527 |3T |, RlfftT 8 EjE. 2000 fJRT 
ftcpREE sjrp arf^RtfcRT fftET t; 

3lft #fTT^cft, EEITE ?fR5 3ft? Rift iftEERTI 3R?TcT 3lftERR | ftft| ^Rft TRR1R #PTE 
EftT EET 1?l EERT; *ftRf Epf Tf3?ffoTcR PEgE? cfppft ftfftcft 3lft pftlE ftpi ^ftllclE PE^E? 
E^ftWtf ft ETPR if JlftH E. ft/266/2000E( ^ 3fft ft/ftRT/204/2000-p ft[ A, 3TP^T 3ifRE 3P^T 
E l/2000-pftf,, RlftR 1 ! 12 PEEft, 2001 4 E? 3lfi|ftftftd tftET t fft “ 7EJER PRE 3ftftEE ft TT»ft 
lEftREE PP RETET ETTE EkET pftPTRE 3JEE? 0.296 Eftfftft ^IcR Pft fcRd'lillH $RR1 % EftftET EEPRE 
E Eft PrafaftT EE ftRPTEE P]EE 0.534 3lftfftft ETRR Erfcl tftRRITE #3RT t 3Tft ftpft ap^ pftTfftcR 
PE REP cpiqft fftfEEE ft ETER E ER 0,180 Eftftft TEcR Pft fftRftPE £ 3fR apfeft ft 3PE Eft 
HftRE>1 ft ETPE H ER 0.784 3lftftft RTcR Pft fftcftElP ^ERl't I Rft RlftlEE <E EE E ElE f^EI 
RE ? :- 



EE 

Pl^iCl^dt^'4)| "11H 

?JcE> eE rpe iwfE 
IEkRETE EEfM ^TeR 

El 

1 

^ ’RT E. 

Wft fEEldck 

0 296 

‘1 

eeRei eurre 

Enft f^EldEi 

0 534 

3 

ei$R-s 

(i) E'H'tf ?1l^ E>l§4'! 0>EEt IcHIhc^S 

0.180 


__ 

(ii)EEt 3EE PrqidE? 

0784”; . 


3fR EfEfEd ETfERTE E EtER: EtEe! 12 EReE, 2001 E) EEtfkkT 3TT^T Rt ^IRR ER 

fkRT[ ^ , 

3kT-, 3TE, EEEtq ERPR, ElHRJc^' EfEk lElfed ERJ3fi E?I EFEH, ^ E7 EfcTOlfiid ?pE5 EE 
fEERR 3fR EWE cTSTT frlfE EE 3TEERRI fEUE, 1995 ^ f^TEE 23 ^ EITE Ef^rT 1JEE arf^tf^RTE 

E)I iTRI 9R i>\ EEERT 111, 15 I ^ |6 I SRI EERT Elf^Rjt EE EtfTE ERrT ^ 3ftE ERE EEE7R E5 f^RT 
EETERI I7TERE fEET'l I E?t 3TffRjxHT RO 86/2000-EffEI^RE, RI^Rsf 8 E^E, 2000 lEITOEEOf^O 527 |3T |, 
Rl^FE 8 EJE, 2000 | R EpfrE ERE 7TE1EE,3RnERR, ETE II , ^ 3, EE^ 111 RpJtlS 8 EjE, 

2000 E EEEl^R, EE RE ETEi ^ ftTETE 3Tf^EER ER^ |E, f^% El&EERT ^ E?^T t^JT EET £ ET 
ERE EE RtE %ET EET t, ^ ERoft ^ ETE 141 3 Efwrf&E 3lk EEE UftERJcR 3#f5lEE E>t 
EFcft Ekjtjrft ^ 3EE1E 55 El 3RPtE 3E^t ET^T EcEE ER^ff ^ RTE 121 ^ f?tf¥^e t?fi ^ 

ERfliEE ET E?T ift PlE^lcId EE^TEEj EEfEE t^EEE REE ERuft t ^E I3l *T E?t RERTkft ntcjfe ^ 
Ef5??ffrE ^UlldEldtElt ERT f^EtR t^RTT EE! t 3fR ERR $ OTETR feET Wt t, RER ER^ E^ R1E 141 
EREkft JflEfe ^ tcri^R E7 ^ jrf^ETftd '^cE? 3Tf^Rt1^lET E7Rft % I 
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447 7T 

4?7 

I 

i 

?J?45 fit 7454 lUfcT 

fftiftiu r4 aiftfftfft TJTcR 

4 1 

H 1 

12 1 

13 I 

14 1 

: 1 

'TO n 

Tfftt fftufacb 

0 296 

^ 1 

RJKr'RJ 

Tift) frufcRb 

0 534 

i 3 1 

1_.. 


tnaftfcRF 44^47 45Mftl 

0,180 

3F77 fftritcfib 

0 784 


2. ?7T 3#RJfi4T 3) 3Rfr4 3Tf?^[ftrcT 9TR4M ?Jef5 24 SftcT, 2002 (fifi f^RRl W filSt® ift 

t, jmrcit tM 3 cicp f?b ^ to £ ^ wra $ rr*rftw arf^Fn srt to TffaT 

4^f vrTRft t 4T otf£rcj?RT Hf^TBcT 4^t 4R tSTTcft & I 

^TNOfRR - 34T ^ SraM ft fc3TJ wfcTcTT^T ?Jc$ T4 7RRI 4T7cfriT fiM 3 f^TT 40447 I 

^ gfcrnTfecT 4ft TFrvrrr ^ traWfi 4> ferr “ f^m 4>t tr ” fF 47 ?Mt nfr 7fr4R]c47 

SlfufftTFT, 1962 11962 44 511 fft £TRT 14 fft 73WO 13 I 4> T^g 145 1 ^ OTGTg li I 4> 3ftft4 rif'Mft 
44 $Rlt4 4Rft go , W-TO 47 RTff 4ft 4# '4774 7T7447 4? fftriT WW ITfiTCT fft4T4 I fft 
3ff£f^rRT ft fftfftfftre cfft ft) 3fk “ fftfft44 fft 47 ” 4) 314URU ft) fcTTT TjftijcT cTT^ST vFRT 
7ft4T7Je45 3Tfef?RR fft tTTTT 46 ft) 3lftt4 “ 4ft7T W ” ft) tETJcf 4Rft 4ft cTT&S ftPf) 1 

[m Ti. 354/71/2001-fttefTriJj 
4ft. TT. RirMl, swtTifftri 


MINISTRY OFFINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 28th June, 2001 
No. 72/2001-CUSTOMS 

G.S.R. 487(E). WHEREAS in the matter of import of Acrylic Fibre falling under Chapter 55 of the First 
Schedule to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975), originating in or exported from USA, Thailand and 
Korea RP (hereinafter referred to as “subject countries”), the Designated Authority, vide its final findings, 
published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section 1, dated the 14th October, 1997, had come 
to the conclusion that - 

(a) Acrylic Fibre originating in, or exported from, USA, Thailand and Korea RP, has been exported to 
India below its normal value; 

(b) the domestic industry has suffered material injury; 

(c) the injury has been caused to the domestic industry by the exports originating in or exported from 
USA, Thailand and Korea RP; 

AND WHEREAS on the basis of the aforesaid final findings of the Designated Authority, the Central 
Government had imposed anti-dumping duty vide notification of the Government of India in the Ministry 
of Finance (Department of Revenue), No, 81/97-Customs, dated the 24th October, 1997 [G.S.R, 619(E), 
dated the 24th October, 1997], published in Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (i) of the Gazette of India, 
Extraordinary, dated the 24th October, 1997; 

AND WHEREAS the Designated Authority vide its final findings in review, published in Part I, 
Section 1 of the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, dated the 19th April, 2000, had concluded that - 

(a) Acrylic Fibre originating in, or exported from, subject countries has been exported to India below 
its normal value; 
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(b) the domestic industry would suffer material injury in case the anti-dumping duty in force is 
removed; 

(c) the injury to the domestic industry would be caused from imports from subject countries in case 
the anti-dumping in force is removed; 


AND WHEREAS on the basis of the final findings in review of the Designated Authority, the Central 
Government had imposed anti-dumping duty vide notification of the Government of India in the Ministry 
of Finance (Department of Revenue), No, 86/2000-Customs, dated the 8th June, 2000 [G.S.R, 527 (E), 
dated the 8th June, 2000], published in Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (i) of the Gazette of India, 
Extraordinary, dated the 8th June, 2000; 

AND WHEREAS the Customs, Excise and Gold (Control) Appellate Tribunal, New Delhi (hereinafter 
referred to as CEGAT), in its final order No, 1/2001-AD, dated the 12th February, 2001 in Appeal No, 
C/266/2000-AD with C/Cross/304/2000-AD in the matters of M/s. Thai Acrylic Fibre Company Ltd, and 
Forum of Acrylic Fibre Manufacturers respectively has held that “ the anti-dumping duty imposable on all 
exporters from USA comes to 0,296 US $ per kg., anti-dumping duty on all exporters from Korea RP 
works out to 0,534 US$ per kg. and in the case of M/s. Thai Acrylic Fibre Company Ltd. it is 0.180 US$ 
per kg. and all other exporters from Thailand at 0.784 US$ per kg. It is given in a tabular form herein 
below: 


S.No. 

Name of the Country 

Name of the Exporter 

Amount of duty 
(US $ per kg.) 

1. 

USA 

All Exporters 

0.296 

2. 

Korea RP 

All Exporters 

0.534 

3. 

Thailand 

(i) Thai Acrylic Fibre Co. Ltd 

0.180 



(ii) All Other Exporters 

0.784” ; 


AND WHEREAS the Designated Authority has accepted the above order of CEGAT dated the 
12th February, 2001; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1), (5) and (6) of 
section 9A of the said Customs Tariff Act, read with rule 23 of the Customs Tariff (Identification, 
Assessment and Collection of Anti-dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) 
Rules, 1995, and in supersession of the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Finance 
(Department of Revenue), No. 86/2000-Customs, dated the 8th June, 2000 [G.S.R. 527 (E), dated the 8th 
June, 2000], published in Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (i) of the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, dated the 
8th June, 2000, the Central Government, except as respects things done or omitted to be done before s'uch 
supersession, hereby imposes on the said Acrylic Fibre falling under Chapter 55 of the First Schedule to 
the said Customs Tariff Act, when originating in, or exported from, the countries specified in column (2) of 
the Table hereto annexed, by the exporters mentioned in the corresponding entry in column (3) of the said 
Table and imported into India, an anti-dumping duty at the rate specified in the corresponding entry in 
column (4) of the said Table. 

TABLE 


S.No. 

Name of the Country 

Name of the Exporter 

Amount of duty 
(US $ per kg.) 

_ CD. 


.... . 0) . 

(4) 

l. 

USA 

All Exporters 

0.296 

2. 

Korea RP 

All Exporters 

0.534 

3. 

Thailand 

M/s. Thai Acrylic Fibre Company Ltd. 

0.180 

Other Exporters 

0.784 




